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Our Annual Meeting 


Although most of them had been taking in the rides and other 
attractions at Disneyland for half a day—or more, the lawyers still 
had sufficient pep to whistle and stamp their feet in approval when 
the Disneyland Band played “76 Trombones” at the jam session 
following the Spanish barbecue dinner, a family event of the A.B.A. 
convention in Los Angeles. And the lawyers showed the same en- 
thusiasm—in a quiet, respectful way—for their work as for their play 
during annual meeting week by attending the sessions of the National 
Conference of Bar Examiners and the Section of Legal Education. 
Of course there wasn’t any fancy footwork at the business meetings, 
but some of the speakers did sound off and law school personnel and 
bar examiners took note of what was said. 


The workshop program on Monday afternoon, August 25, began 
with the report by Sharp Whitmore as Chairman of the National Con- 
ference and the report of the Bar Examination Service Committee, 
given by Edward S. Godfrey, Executive Secretary of that Committee. 
Then there were two panel discussions. Fred M. Mock acted as 
moderator of the panel on “The Mechanics of Giving a Bar Examina- 
tion.” The speakers were John B. Hendricks of Illinois, who gave 
information as to existing procedures in ten large states, and E. 
Marshall Thomas of Iowa, who gave similar information from ten small 
states. The second discussion, on “Requesting and Using Character 
Information from the National Conference of Bar Examiners,” was 
handled by panelists Fred M. Mock of Oklahoma, Marjorie Merritt of 
the National Conference, and Forrest E. Macomber, incoming Chair- 
man of the California Committee of Bar Examiners. This serious 
business was followed by the fun session, the Conference’s cocktail 
party. 

On Tuesday morning Shelden D. Elliott presented the report 
of the Joint Committee of the Conference and the Section on Standards 
for Bar Examiners and Bar Examinations. Then Olin E. Watts of 
Florida served as moderator of a panel on “Proper Bar Examination 
Coverage.” Ira Butler of Texas and Thomas H. Adams of Michigan 
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presented the matter from the bar examiner’s point of view; George 
Neff Stevens of the University of Washington School of Law and 
John Ritchie III of Northwestern University College of Law gave the 
law school’s point of view. There were many chuckles when Dean 
Ritchie disclosed a discerning eye for women’s fashions by giving a 
Christian Dior touch to his description of the two schools of thought 
regarding proper bar examination coverage—the over all coverage 
represented by the sack dress and the partial coverage of the cur- 
riculum represented by the bikini bathing suit. 


The following were elected as officers of the National Conference 
of Bar Examiners for the coming year: 


Chairman—Fred M. Mock of Oklahoma 
Chairman-Elect—Robert A. Sprecher of Illinois 
Vice-Chairman—John A. Eckler of Ohio 
Secretary—Charles L. Foster of North Dakota 


The two members elected to the Board of Managers of the Confer- 
ence are Stanley G. Falk of New York and E. Marshall Thomas of 
Iowa who will serve for a three-year term. In addition to the officers, 
other members of the Board are Arthur H. Nighswander of New 
Hampshire, Ernest Scott of Pennsylvania, Samuel J. Kanner of 
Florida, and Jos. Irion Worsham of Texas. 


Waiters found themselves scurrying around to set up additional 
tables to take care of the overflow crowd at the joint luncheon Tues- 
day noon. The speaker, Albert J. Harno, talked on “Preparation for 
Law—How Prepare and for What?” 


Herbert W. Clark of San Francisco, Chairman of the Section of 
Legal Education, presided at the Tuesday afternoon meeting and, 
following the report of John G. Hervey, Adviser to the Section’s 
Council, there was an exciting panel discussion on “The Alleged 
Subversive Applicant—His Rights and Obligations.” Peter H. Holme, 
Jr., of Colorado was moderator and the speakers were Chief Justice 
Raymond S. Wilkins of Massachusetts, Professor Archibald Cox of 
the Harvard Law School, and Samuel J. Kanner, Chairman of the 
Florida Board of Law Examiners. 


Dean Harno’s luncheon address will be found on the following 
pages. The other papers, reports and panel discussions will be published 
in future issues of The Bar Examiner. 
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National Conference Officers John A. Eckler, newly chosen Vice-Chairman, 
Fred M. Mock, Incoming Chairman, and Charles L. Foster, newly elected Secre- 
tary, sit at the head table with the luncheon speaker, Albert J. Harno. 


Preparation for Law—How 


Prepare And For What? 


By Albert J. Harno 
Dean, School of Law, University of California at Los Angeles* 


When an invitation came to me from your Chairman, Sharp Whit- 
more, to speak to you, I hesitated to accept. I am not clear that Sharp 
knew of my indecision, nor of the reasons for my hesitation. First, I 
was not sure that I could be here for this occasion; second, I had other 
commitments up to the eyebrows; and finally, I had over the years, 
I thought, done my stint for the bar examiners and for the law teachers. 
All of you know what I am likely to have to say to you, and how little 
I have to contribute. But I knew that I would be among friends. I 
felt confident that you would be considerate of me. 


Yes, I have in time past exhausted you with my repertoire of 
ideas, if, indeed, what I have said and written can be dignified with 


*Before the Joint Meeting of the National Conference of Bar Examiners and the Section 
of Legal Education and Admissions to the Bar of the American Bar Association. 
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that description. I am, though, measurably reconciled to this trans- 
gression through the discovery that others have trod this path before 
me and, only recently, the Right Honorable Lord Justice Birkett of 
England. The Lord Justice absolved himself of this sin by telling how 
a brilliant friend of his had dealt with this situation. His friend, who 
was lecturing to a distinguished audience in London, began his address 
by saying: “Ladies and Gentlemen, I have delivered this lecture once 
before. It was to the prisoners in his Majesty’s prison at Pentonville. 
I must therefore apologize in advance if any of my audience have 
heard me before.” 


One observation which, over the long view, registers repeatedly 
and which must be apparent to you relates to the sensitive relations 
between bar admission requirements and the development of legal 
education. The history of legal education and that of bar admissions 
are, indeed, phases of the same story. A perspective on legal education 
discloses that, while its progress is swayed by various forces, those to 
the actions of which it is most sensitive are the profession itself, the 
agencies of bar admission, and the public. The status and the progress 
of legal education are affected by the attitude toward it and the 
measure of support and good will it receives from each of these units. 
It is impossible for legal education to have a wholesome development 
when the profession is apathetic to it and the standards of bar ad- 
mission are low or poorly administered. 


In the early history of this country the lawyer had little profes- 
sional consciousness and was insensitive to the need for strict require- 
ments for bar admission. With the deepening insight that came later 
as to the place and role of the lawyer in the social context, the con- 
ception of how the lawyer should be educated showed a transformation. 
By slow degrees, and impeded by many cross-currents, the feeling de- 
veloped that the profession was and by the very nature of the calling 
had to be a learned one. 


I have mentioned the public. The public, indeed, though it is often 
not articulate on this subject, has a consummate interest in the mental 
and moral fiber of the individuals who are permitted to practice law. 
The members of the public are the recipients of the lawyers’ ministra- 
tions. It is they who are the beneficiaries or the victims, depending on 
the measure of skill and insight the lawyers they employ can bring 
to bear on their tasks, of the lawyers’ services. It is this growing sense 
of public responsibility that is ever urging us on toward the improve- 
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ment of the content and method of education in our law schools, and 
toward stricter and more discriminative standards of bar admission. 


Though some might take issue with me, I believe that it is fair to 
say that the work of no other profession, no other calling, requires of 
its votaries so high a degree of versatility, insight, and imagination 
as is demanded of lawyers. Knowledge is a factor—knowledge over a 
wide range of subjects, legal and non-legal. Aptitudes and skills are 
involved. The lawyer is a craftsman, and the aim of legal education 
must be to inculcate the aspirant to the profession with the skills of 
his craft. But the lawyer should be much more than a good craftsman. 
He must have a sense of relevance, be fact-conscious, be able to think 
comprehensively, have precision in and mastery over English, and 
have a deep sense of social obligation. 


It is the responsibility of the law schools to inculcate the prospec- 
tive lawyer with the theory, spirit, and the high traditions of the law, 
and to prepare him, in so far as it comes within their competence, in 
the skills of the law. It should, however, be stressed here that legal 
education must not be looked upon as a matter of a mere three years 
of training. Legal education is, in fact, a lifetime undertaking. And 
it should be stressed also that the law schools should not attempt, at 
the expense of educational courses they are well qualified to admin- 
ister, to inject into their programs training that some other agency 
in the post-law-school period, a law office for example, is better 
qualified than they to provide. It is the responsibility of the bar exam- 
iners to project and administer competent and searching examinations 
to all applicants seeking admission to the bar. 


Bar admission requirements have had a vacillating development in 
the United States. The status of these requirements, at any given time, 
reflects the interest and the attitude of the profession. In the early 
history of our country the profession was apathetic on this question. 
Correspondingly there were no standards on admission to the practice 
and the cause of legal education lagged. At the time of the American 
Revolution and the years immediately following, there was evidence 
of a growing sense of professional solidarity and responsibility which, 
over a few short years, ripened in intensity. By 1829 at least seventeen 
jurisdictions had adopted regulations bearing on the preparation for 
the practice. It was a truly remarkable and genuine development. 
These requirements, commented A. Z. Reed,' “were the product of a 





‘Present-Day Law Schools in the United States and Canada, 5 (Carnegie Foundation 
Bulletin, 21, 1928). 
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political philosophy which took no thought of anything save the moral 
character and competency of its lawyers.” 


In their broader significance, these requirements evidenced an 
awakening sense of professional responsibility to the public—the 
dawning of the perception that not all men were qualified to practice 
law; that the lawyer had to be a person of good character and that he 
had to meet at least minimum standards of professional competency. 
But this dawn of enlightenment came to early grief, and the standards 
established for bar admission were swept away in the political and 
social upsurge of the Jacksonian “democracy.” Here was a creed that 
had no respect for formal education, and particularly it had no patience 
with educational prerequisites for the practice of a profession. In 
its implications this creed seemed to hold that all male citizens had 
the inherent right to practice law. Its effect was to reverse the trend 
of legal education and of admission to the bar and it tended to under- 
mine the whole structure of our legal system. 


The way back to the establishment of a program of bar admission 
standards was a slow and arduous task, and, in fact, the effects of the 
Jacksonian surge, in its broader consequences, have not wholly been 
overcome to this day. It was not until 1907 that a committee of the 
American Bar Association could report? that twenty-three states and 
territories had prescribed a three-year course of law study. In 1900 the 
Association of American Law Schools was organized. In 1921, on the 
recommendation of Elihu Root, then Chairman of the Section of Legal 
Education and Admissions to the Bar, the American Bar Association 
adopted a set of standards on legal education. These standards, which 
are basically the standards of the present day, are one of the milestones 
in the evolution of legal education. In 1922 the standards were 
approved by the Conference of Bar Association Delegates. In 1931 
the National Conference of Bar Examiners was organized. 


The content of the educational program is, today, the primary 
responsibility of the law schools. The establishment of standards for 
admission to the bar has, as to the responsibility for them, broader 
implications. Assurance against the admission of unqualified persons 
is a question of grave public concern. But the members of the public 
do not have the discernment for setting up measures for their own 
protection. “Most of our people in their search for legal assistance,” 
stressed Mr. Root in his report to the American Bar Association,’ 
“have nothing to guide them except the certificate of admission to 





231 Reports American Bar Association, 518 (1907). 
3 46 Reports American Bar Association, 680 (1921). 
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practice issued by authority of law.” But the certificate is not reliable. 
“Both good and bad lawyers,” he continued, “are in active practice, 
and no adequate machinery has been devised to enable the uninformed 
client to distinguish the good from the bad.” Several agencies—the 
schools, the bar examiners, the courts, and ultimately the profession— 
share that responsibility. The National Conference of Bar Examiners 
has to its credit a fine record of achievement. Will you permit me to 
add, there is much more yet to be done! 


I have said that the content of the program of legal education rests 
with the schools. It was not always so. Legal education, as has bar 
admission, has travelled a long and winding path, and it, too, has yet 
far to go. Legal education in America had its roots in apprenticeship 
training. Some of the landmarks in its progression are: Blackstone’s 
lectures at Oxford, the substance and spirit of which were transmitted 
to America through Blackstone’s famous Commentaries; the intro- 
duction of chairs of law into American universities, the first at William 
and Mary College in 1779, all modelled on the Blackstone tradition; 
the establishment of the Litchfield School in 1784, the first law school 
in the United States; the organization of a law school at Harvard 
University in 1817, the first law school in the United States with uni- 
versity affiliation. This was followed by the founding of other law 
schools with university connections. There was no substantial influx 
of students to these schools. The Harvard Law School, in the first 
twelve years of its existence, averaged less than nine students a year. 
In 1829 Justice Joseph Story became Dane Professor of Law at 
Harvard. In the preceding year the school had had but four students. 


Measured by perceptible standards progress in legal education in 
America until 1870 is disappointing. The apprenticeship system was 
still the common route to the profession. Substantive changes had long 
been in order. In 1871 Langdell published A Selection of Cases on the 
Law of Contracts. With this book the case method of instruction was 
initiated. This was another milestone in the evolution of legal educa- 
tion. As characterized by Hurst,t “Events now demanded of the bar 
knowledge and skills not within the sonorous phrases of the ‘consti- 
tutional lawyer’ of mid-century or the black-letter learning of the 
conveyancer.” 


Much has been said about the case method. It has been fervently 
defended and with vigor attacked. We must not permit ourselves to 
underestimate this method as a teaching device. In the hands of a 
skillful instructor it is unexcelled as an instrument of education. But 





‘The Growth of the Law, 260 (1950). 


90 








we should avoid identifying method with substance. There is substance 
in case study. But the case method of study was based on the premise 
that the law was self-sufficient and that all the materials for the study 
of law and its practice could be gained from one source, the printed 
cases. This assumption confined legal education in a strait mold, and 
for years disassociated it from the living context of the world about it. 


It was not until the 1870’s that some schools established some pre- 
requisites of a liberal education for admission to law study; it was not 
until the forepart of the present century that there were moves aimed 
to bring about some integration between law and the social disciplines; 
and it was not until World War II that the schools began seriously to 
wonder whether their courses of instruction were training students in 
the essential skills of the profession. 


Now there is much ferment in legal education. A new generation 
of teachers has taken over. This generation believes that case study 
and instruction make an important contribution to legal education, but 
it recognizes also that law and the study of it cannot be divorced from 
the world about us. These teachers are experimenting with method 
and are seeking to combine or fuse some of the components of legal 
education, the factors involved in substantive learning and in the 
development of skills, which formerly were dealt with separately, into 
a single unified process. The lawyer, we must bear in mind, should 
be a good craftsman, but in the broader context of his assignments, he 
must be prepared to assume positions of leadership in public occupa- 
tions in his community and in his state, and in representing his country 
in national and international affairs. 


This, indeed, is a stimulating challenge to the schools, which they 
proudly and with understanding accept. But an ominous question has 
currently been introduced. The leadership of the bar may be threatened 
through circumstances of which we, in the profession, appear to be 
quite unaware. A serious shortage of lawyers is developing, and what 
is even more portentous, a highly articulate program of publicity, 
through all the media of communication, is under way, aimed to per- 
suade talented young men to elect specified fields, and particularly 
science and engineering, for their careers. The law is not mentioned 
or, when mentioned, career opportunities in that area are expressly 
deprecated. 


Why do I feel that we may be facing a shortage of lawyers? Here 
are some facts. In each of the years from 1926 to 1930 more students 
were enrolled in American law schools than in any of the years from 
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1954 to 1957. Also, more applicants were admitted to the bar in the 
United States in each of the years, 1927, 1928, and 1929, than were 
admitted in any of the years from 1954 to 1957. All of you will re- 
member, too, that during the years of World War II the number of 
individuals admitted to the bar reached very nearly a vanishing point. 
Other salient factors are that since the 1920’s the population, the 
economic resources of the country, and the demand for legal services 
have greatly increased. 


What does all this foreshadow? What is likely to be the impact 
of the publicity aimed to draw students into the sciences for their 
careers? One result, already noticeable, is that the distribution of 
students among the various disciplines in the colleges and universities 
is off balance. Beyond question there is need for more and better 
trained scientists and engineers. But there also is a need for more 
talented men in the law and in the other disciplines. 


The ominous note in all this is that not only is the present trend 
producing shortages of manpower in various fields, but it is tending 
to screen off the talent, the brains that might otherwise be recruited 
into and distributed among the other disciplines and, as a consequence, 
it threatens to create an imbalance in our cultural heritage. The fact 
is that any great civilization must enjoy the permeating influences of 
broad cultures, of which the law is only one. But let no one doubt that 
the law is a necessary component of any civilization. No civilization 
worthy of the name can be developed or exist without a well-ordered 
legal system. 


Recently I emphasized this subject before a group of lawyers. 
After I was through speaking, one lawyer came to me and, after 
shaking hands, said, “That was fine. We lawyers, now and then, need 
to be re-introduced to theory.” Theory, bless his soul! He and his 
fellow-lawyers should be carrying the torch day in and day out for 
this theory, for it is the base upon which all legal structures are built. 
It is theory tried and tested in the forge of human experience. I know 
that we all were much encouraged this year by the national observance 
of “Law Day, U.S.A.” The educative potentials of the theme of that 
day are far-reaching, indeed. 


In a wider context, and with added significance, what I am here 
seeking to portray applies to the international field. Ominous shadows 
cast by lowering clouds of war hang over the peoples of the world. We 
fervently desire peace; yet our government is spending billions of 
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dollars annually in preparation against war, and additional billions in 
aid abroad in the hope that economic support to other countries will 
promote peace. I am in no sense suggesting that our country should 
let down its guard even though the maintenance of our defense costs 
us billions and strains our economy. The question I raise relates to 
our methods and objectives for the establishment of peace. Are we 
perhaps overlooking what has proved to be, in the long years of 
history, the only effective stabilizer against human frictions and war? 
Are we overlooking the rule of law? This thesis has been extensively 
explained during the past year and at this convention by President 
Rhyne and President-Elect Ross Malone has indicated that he will 
emphasize it during the year ahead. I do not intend to pursue it here, 
other than to appraise it in a somewhat different context and one more 
germaine to the subject of my remarks. The idea was developed and 
eloquently expressed two years ago, in an address before the Con- 
necticut Bar Association, by Henry R. Luce of Time magazine. “Our 
goal,” said Mr. Luce,’ “is a peace of deeper satisfaction. My thesis is 
that the Law is the most effective and the most necessary means for 
that kind of Peace. This proposition is true in reason and philosophy. 
The wisdom of the ages supports it... . Law (he continued) is a 
binder between us and other nations. . . . What is the touchstone of 
this (Western) civilization? Some would argue that it is Christianity; 
others that it is the quest for liberty or the scientific method. But 
from the time of Solon in ancient Greece to the present, there is no 
stronger thread throughout the history of the West than its develop- 
ment of law. . . . Gentlemen, the task of our generation is to make the 
World at last a law-ful place—to make it at last a proper legal residence 
of man. This (he concluded) is the task in which the legal profession 
must take the lead.” 


Here, truly, are words expressing deep insight and wisdom. Must 
we not all, lawyers and laymen alike, applaud them? “The task of our 
generation is to make the World at last a law-ful place—to make it at 
last a proper legal residence of man.” For this and other tasks our 
profession must have and continue to have great leaders—men of the 
highest ability, purpose, and integrity. And what a magnificent oppor- 
tunity for service this should always present to talented and public- 
spirited young men! The ever-pressing challenge to our profession is 
to keep its ranks recruited, from each generation to the next, with 
men of that caliber. 





530 Connecticut Bar Journal, 341, 342, 243, 345 (1956). 
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First-Timers and Repeaters in 1957 
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Sept. 714 63% 181 17% 20% 61% 40% 36% 
Colorado..........-.- June ...... 93 84% 17 82% 15% 

ees, 47 47% 20 45% 30% 11% 62% 21% 
Connecticut.......... June ...... 134 65% 18 3% 12% 

“ype 23 T4% 49 51% 68% 66% 45% 30% 
Delaware............ Sept. ...... 12 83% 6 33% 33% 83% 33% 33% 
Dist. Columbia...June ...... 381 53% 69 42% 15% 

Dec. ...... 214 54% 121 43% 36% 53% 43% 24% 
| RT Mar. ...... 160 72% 36 44% 18% 

July. .....- 228 80% 43 44% 16% 77% 44% 17% 
Geotgia..............say 238 30% 163 6% 41% 30% 6% 41% 
aso April 6 67% 6 67% 50% 

Sept. ...... 14 64% 1 0% 7% 65% 57% 26% 
ines... Mar. ...... 147 76% 153 56% 51% 

Best.. ..... 460 72% 95 41% 17% 73% 50% 29% 
lima ........-. April 45 91% 4 50% 8% 

~ 87 82% 5 40% 5% 85% 44% 6% 
TOW8.......-.----:-0--------s June ...... 69 96% 0 sak 0% 

oo 23 96% 1 0% 4% 96% 0% 1% 
) nena Men. ...... 70 90% 0 a 0% 

June ...... 82 99% 2 100% 2% 95% 100% 1% 
Kentucky..........---- a. 35 91% 0 = 0% 

June ...... 43 88% 3 67% 1% 90% 67% 4% 
Louisiana.............. Mar. ...... 10 50% 2 0% 17% 

say ...... 6 50% 10 40% 63% 50% 33% 43% 
Ee a 5 80% 7 43% 58% 

Aug. ...... 28 61% 6 0% 18% 64% 23% 28% 
Maryland.............- mer. ...... 60 48% 96 41% 62% 

July ...... 215 60% 41 41% 16% 57% 41% 33% 
Massachusetts.....July ...... 375 75% 132 23% 26% 

ae 63% 197 39% 15% 73% 33% 43% 
Michigan............... April .... 160 78% 51 39% 24% 

ept. .... 192 78% 45 51% 19% 78% 45% 21% 
Minnesota............- Mar. ...... 33 31% 24 88% 42% 

Say .... 147 98% 14 21% 9% 97% 63% 17% 
Mississippi...........- Ved. ...... 3 33% 9 44% 75% 

oaly ...... 8 25% 4 50% 33% 27% 46% 54% 
Missouri............- . —_— 65 77% 20 85% 24% 

Jane ...... 169 82% 15 67% 8% 81% 17% 13% 
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First-Timers and Repeaters in 1957 


























] Percent 
% Repeaters Repeaters 
1957 to Total % Passingfor Yr. to Total 
State Exami- First-Timers Repeaters Taking First- Taking 
! nation Taking % Pass. Taking % Pass. Exam. Timers Repeaters 1957 
Montana................ et... 13 54% 5 40% 28% 54% 40% 28% 
Nebraska.............. Fea. ...... 4 100% 0 0% 

June ...... 68 100% 0 as 0% 100% iin 0% 
Nevada.................. Sot. ...... 16 69% 4 0% 20% 69% 0% 20% 
New Hampshire June ...... 26 73% 5 40% 16% 73% 40% 16% 
New Jersey.......... ns 41 66% 44 45% 52% 

June ...... 63 62% 41 29% 39% 

Cn. ...... 106 64% 34 41% 24% 64% 39% 36% 
New Mexico........ April ... 12 58% 2 100% 14% 

Aug. ...... 32 69% 1 100% 3% 66% 100% 6% 
New York............ Mar. ...... 242 51% 492 39% 67% 

July ...... 1,403 54% 303 25% 18% 

Nov. ...... 303 52% 1723 48% 70% 53% 41% 44% 
North Carolina...Aug. ...... 115 100% 8 50% 7% 100% 50% 7% 
North Dakota.....June ...... 33 100% 0 sie 0% 100% ae 0% 
See Mer. ...... 137 76% 146 63% 52% 

June ...... 377 77% 88 43% 19% 77% 56% 31% 
Oklahoma............. Feb. ...... 52 94% 6 67% 1% 

June ...... 91 100% 5 100% 5% 98% 82% 7% 
Gregon..._............ jay ...... 103 76% 25 44% 20% 16% 44% 20% 
Pennsylvania......Jan.  ...... 64 52% 173 50% 73% 

July ...... 347 59% 94 23% 2% 58% 41% 39% 
Rhode Island.......Mar. ...... 11 64% 13 62% 54% 

ae 29 62% 7 29% 19% 63% 50% 33% 
South Carolina...Feb. ...... 10 80% 3 67% 23% 

June ...... 13 100% 5 60% 28% 91% 63% 26% 
South Dakota.....Feb. ...... 2 100% 0 0% 

June ...... 2 100% 0 ay 0% 100% abe 0% 
Tennessee.............Feb. ...... 54 78% 15 53% 22% 

June ...... 81 91% 23 57% 22% 86% 55% 22% 
a Sept. ...... 46 87% 3 100% 6% 87% 100% 6% 
Vermont............... Sept. ...... 15 87% 1 0% 5% 87% 0% 6% 
es June ...... 124 60% 80 41% 39% 

a 90 46% 72 18% 44% 54% 30% 42% 
Washingion.......... CO 21 71% 21 67% 50% 

July ...... 107 78% 15 33% 12% 717% 53% 22% 
West Virginia.....Mar. ...... 6 100% 3 100% 33% 

i sl as Sept... 133 10% 4200 _t=.. 0% 84% 100% 14% 

q Wisconsin............. Jaly ...... 31 71% 1 100% 3% 71% 100% 3% 
Wyoming.............. , ee 3 67% 0 0% 

" " June ...... 26 69% 2 0% 7% 69% 0% 6% 

ei 9,583 67% 4,504 41% 31% 67% 41% 31% 








Texas did not furnish separate figures on first-timers and repeaters. 
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Missouri Adopts Registration 
Requirement for Law Students 


By rule effective September 15, 1958, law students who con- 
template taking the examination for admission to the bar of Missouri 
must register with the Clerk of the Supreme Court of Missouri not 
later than ninety days after commencing the study of law. This pro- 
vision, included in revised Rule 8, and other sections setting up 
machinery to investigate the moral character of the applicants, after 
such registration as law students and again prior to the actual taking 
of the bar examination, are as follows: 


Rule 8 
8.03 Eligibility to Take the Bar Examinations. No person shall 
be eligible to take the bar examination until he shall have: 
(a) Registered as a law student as provided in sub-section 8.04; 


(b) Graduated from a law school approved by the Council 
on Legal Education and Admissions to the Bar of the Amer- 
ican Bar Association; 

(c) Filed the application to take the bar examination as pro- 
vided in sub-section 8.06; 

(d) And received the approval of the Board of Law Examiners 
as provided in sub-section 8.07. Provided, however, the Board 
of Law Examiners is vested with authority to fix and to 
waive the time for the filing of applications and to waive 
length of residence requirements mentioned in sub-section 
8.05, as particular circumstances justify and where not 
harmful to the standards for admission to the bar. 

8.04 Registration of Law Students. Applicants for registration 
as law students shall file with the Clerk of this Court a written appli- 
cation in the form prescribed by the Board. Applicants shall be 
required to present proof satisfactory to the Board that they have 
completed at least three-fourths of the work acceptable for a bachelor 
degree granted on the basis of a four-year period of study in residence 
either at the State University or a principal college or university in 
the state, or in colleges or universities of similar standing outside the 
State. Such applications shall be filed not later than ninety (90) days 
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after a student has commenced the study of law, unless for good cause 
in a particular case the Board permits later registration. The applicant 
shall pay to the Clerk of the Court a registration fee of $10.00 if the 
application is filed within the ninety (90) days specified. The fee for 
registration under late filing will be $15.00. 


8.05 Qualifications. Every applicant for examination for ad- 
mission to the Bar in this State must be of good moral character, a 
citizen of the United States, twenty-one (21) years of age, and for 
at least three months prior to the date of filing the application, must 
continuously have been a bona fide resident of this State. 


8.06 Applications for Admission to the Bar. Every applicant for 
examination for admission to the Bar shall file with the Clerk of this 
Court a written application in the form prescribed by the Board of 
Law Examiners. Such application shall be filed at least ninety (90) 
days before the examination is held and shall be accompanied by the 
affidavits of two practicing attorneys admitted in Missouri who are 
acquainted with the applicant attesting that he has such character 
and general fitness as justifies his admission to the Bar. The applicant 
shall pay an examination fee of $50.00 to the Clerk of this Court at 
the time the application is filed, which fee shall not be subject to 
withdrawal by the applicant in the event he should decide not to take 
the examination or he be denied the right to take the examination. 


8.07 Approval of Applications. No applicant for registration as 
a law student and no applicant to take the bar examination shall be 
registered or examined until his respective application has been con- 
sidered and approved by the Board of Law Examiners. Prior to grant- 
ing approval for registration as a law student and prior to granting 
approval to take the bar examination, it shall be the duty of the 
Board of Law Examiners in each instance to investigate the moral 
character of the applicants, and in so doing it may call upon the 
General Chairman of Bar Committees and the Advisory Committee 
established by Rule 5.13 and Rule 5.14 of this Court and the Bar 
Committee of the Circuit where the applicant resides to make such 
investigation and report its findings to the Board, and it may make 
such further investigations as may be necessary fully to inform itself 
concerning the moral fitness of the applicant. The Board may require 
applicants to submit finger-prints. In no event will permission be 
granted to register as a law student or to take the bar examination 
until the investigation as to moral character has been completed. 


In every such investigation the Board may obtain such informa- 
tion as bears upon the character, fitness and general qualifications of 
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the candidate and take and hear testimony, administer oaths and 
affirmations and compel, by subpoena, at the request of the applicant 
or of the Board, the attendance of witnesses and the production of 
books, papers and documents. Any member of the Board may ad- 
minister such oaths and affirmations. The practice of law is a privilege. 
The burden of establishing his eligibility shall rest on the applicant. 

It is further ordered that Rule 5 of this court be and it is hereby 
amended to include a new sub-section to be designated Rule 5.25 
reading as follows: 

Rule 5 

5.25 Co-operation and Assistance to the Board of Law Exam- 
iners. In addition to the powers and duties conferred upon the 
General Chairman of the Bar Committees, the Advisory Committee, 
and the Circuit Bar Committees by Rules 4, 5, and 6, the General 
Chairman, the Advisory Committee, and the Circuit Bar Committees 
shall aid and assist the Board of Law Examiners in the duties assigned 
said Board by Rule 8.07. The compensation of such special represen- 
tatives shall be fixed by order made by a majority of the Advisory 
Committee and shall be paid out of the Bar Fund. 

It is further ordered that the foregoing amendment and revision 
of Rule 8 governing the admission to the bar in this State and the 
foregoing amendment of Rule 5 of this court shall govern admission to 
the bar of this State after September 15, 1958 subject to such changes 
as may hereafter be made by the Court. 


Lt. Colonel Robert J. Reed, Colonel John G. O’Brien and Colonel Winston L. 
Field represented the Judge Advocate General’s School at the Annual Meeting. 








Directory of Bar Examiners 


ALABAMA 
Alabama Board of Bar Examiners 


Marion Rushton, Chairman 
Bell Building 
Montgomery, Alabama 
Lawrence K. Andrews 
Union Springs, Alabama 
M. Leigh Harrison 
University of Alabama Law School 
University, Alabama 


ALASKA 
Committee of Law Examiners 


Peter Kalamarides, Chairman 
P Box 1346 
Anchorage, Alaska 

Charles J. Clasby 
P. O. Box 1079 
Fairbanks, Alaska 

James A. von der Heydt 
P. O. Box 156 
Nome, Alaska 


ARIZONA 
Committee on Examinations and 
Admissions of the State Bar 


Ozell M. Trask, Chairman 
Title and Trust Building 
Phoenix, Arizona 

A. O. Johnson, Vice Chairman 
P. O. Box 310 
Tucson, Arizona 

Henry R. Merchant, Jr., Secretary 
402 Title Insurance Building 
Tucson, Arizona 

Rouland W. Hill 
1018 Title & Trust Building 
+ al bg Arizona 

Ivan Robinette 
328 Security Building 
Phoenix, Arizona 


ARKANSAS 
State Board of Law Examiners 


William M. Clark, Chairman 
Boyle Building 
Little Rock, Arkansas 
nae L. Rogers II, Secretary 
05 N. Lookout 
Little Rock, Arkansas 
John H. Jones 
117 Main Street 
Pine Bluff, Arkansas 
Courtney C. Crouch 
Springdale, Arkansas 
Phillip Loh 
Morrilton, Arkansas 
George Cracraft, Jr. 
elena, Arkansas 
O. Ben Core 
DeQueen, Arkansas 
John B. Moore, Jr. 
Clarendon, Arkansas 


CALIFORNIA 
The Committee of Bar Examiners of 
the State Bar of California 


Forrest E. Macomber, Chairman 
711 Bank of America Building 
Stockton, California 

Thomas H. McGovern, Vice-Chairman 
621 South Spring Street 
Los Angeles, California 

George T. Cronin 
111 Sutter Street 
San Francisco, California 

Leroy A. Garrett 
621 South Hope Street 
Los Angeles, oo 

George Harnagel, 

650 Secsevalt Building 
727 W. 7th Street 
Les Angeles, California 

John B. Surr 
204 Citizens National Bank Building 
San Bernardino, California 

Goscoe O. Farley, Secretary 
2007 Central Tower 
San Francisco, California 


COLORADO 
Colorado Board of Law Examiners 
“The Law Committee” 


Douglas McHendrie, Chairman 
730 Equitable Building 
Denver, Colorado 

Guy K. Brewster, Secretary 
220 State Capitol 
Denver, Colorado 

Eugene H. Mast 
Raso Building 
Grand Junction, Colorado 

Henry S. Sherman 
420 Equitable Building 
Denver, Colorado 

David Rosner 
Symes Building 
Denver, Colorado 

Ben S. Wendelken 
Mining Exchange Building 
Colorado he say Colorado 

George A. Ep 
First Helena Bank Building 
Fort Morgan, Colorado 

Richard C. Cockrell 
404 Equitable Building 
Denver, Colorado 

Felix L. Sparks 
Colorado Bank and Trust Building 
Delta, Colorado 

Fred Winner 
834 Majestic Building 
Denver, Colorado 


CONNECTICUT 
Bar Examining Committee 
State of Connecticut 


Harold C. V. Egan, Chairman 
205 Church Street 
New Haven, Connecticut 
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CONNECTICUT—Continued 


Carlos B. Ellis, Secretary 
363 Main Street 
Middletown, Connecticut 


Ralph H. Clark, Treasurer 
42 Church Street 
New Haven, Connecticut 


Harry H. Lugg 
28 Union Street 
Rockville, Connecticut 


Irwin I. Krug 
784 Main Street 
Willimantic, Connecticut 


Warren Maxwell 
700 Main Street 
Hartford, Connecticut 


Harry L. Nair 
24 Lewis Street 
Hartford, Connecticut 


William C. Strong 
Smith Building 
Greenwich, Connecticut 


George R. Tiernan 

! 42 Church Street 

New Haven, Connecticut 

i John V. Donnelly 

i 955 Main Street 
Bridgeport, Connecticut 


George T. Calder 
175 Main Street 
Bristol, Connecticut 


eee F. Ells 
510 Main Street 
Winsted, Connecticut 


J. Warren Upson ’ 
111 West Main Street 
Waterbury, Connecticut 


George B. Dimenstein 
165 Bedford Street 
Stamford, Connecticut 
Elmer W. Ryan 


354 Humphrey Street 
New Haven, Connecticut 


DELAWARE 
Board of Bar Examiners of the 
State of Delaware 


John J. Morris, Jr., Chairman 
350 Delaware Trust Building 
Wilmington 1, Delaware 


Arthur G. Connolly 
4th Floor Beneficial Building 
Wilmington 1, Delaware 


I. D. Short, II 
Georgetown, Delaware 
Alexander L. Nichols 
3018 Dupont Building 
Wilmington 1, Delaware 


Richard F. Corroon 
948 Delaware Trust Building 
Wilmington 1, Delaware 
Max Terry 
300 South State Street 
Dover, Delaware 
Henry M. Canby 
4072 Dupont Building 
Wilmington 1, Delaware 
Secretary (not a member): 
Howard L. Williams 
350 Delaware Trust Building 
Wilmington 1, Delaware 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Committee on Admissions and 
Grievances U. S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia 


Vernon E. West, Chairman 
23 Hesketh Street 
Chevy Chase, Maryland 


Edmund L. Jones 
Colorado Building 
Washington, D. C. 


Francis W. Hill, Jr. 
Tower Building 
Washington, D. C. 


Milton W. King 
Southern —g yd 
Washington, D. 


James C. Wilkes 
Tower Building 
Washington, D. C. 


Roger Robb 
Tower Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Elizabeth M. Cox 
815 15th Street, N.W. 
Washington, <. 

Charles B. Murray 
1001 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 

John E. Powell 
Colorado Building 
Washington, D. C. 

Ralph A. Curtin, Secretary and Treasurer 
Room 6409, U. S. Court House 
Ww ashington i, DB. cG 


FLORIDA 
Florida Board of Bar Examiners 


Samuel J. Kanner, Chairman 
213 Security Trust Building 
Miami, Florida 


Wilson Sanders, Vice Chairman 
108 East Central Avenue 
Orlando, Florida 

Edward S. Hemphill 
410 Florida Title Building 
Jacksonville, Florida 

John C. Ausley 
Washington Square Building 
Tallahassee, Florida 

James B. Tippin, Jr., Executive Director 
Supreme Court Building 
Tallahassee, Florida 

Guyte P. McCord, Consultant 
Clerk, Supreme Court of Florida 
Supreme Court Building 
Tallahassee, Florida 


GEORGIA 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


F. M. Bird, Chairman 
401 Haas-Howell Building 
Atlanta 3, Georgia 

H. H. Perry, Jr. 
Hencsek Building 
Albany, Georgia 

A. Edward Smith 
Murrah Building 
Columbus, Georgia 





GEORGIA—Continued 


Benning Grice “ 
1010 Bankers Insurance Building 
Macon, Georgia 


Homer C. Eberhardt 
Lawyers’ Building 
Valdosta, Georgia 


GUAM 
Committee of Bar Examiners of the 
Judicial Council of Guam 


Louis A. Otto, Jr., Chairman 
Attorney General 
Agana, Guam 

J. C. Arriola 
Ada Building 
Agana, Guam 

H. G. Homme, Jr. 

Federal Building 
Agana, Guam 


HAWAII 
Board of Examiners 


Henry H. Shigekane, President 
Department of the Attorney General 
Iolani Palace Grounds 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


Jon J. Chinen, Secretary 
Department of Public Works 
Rights-of-Way Division 
Trustco Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Robert Dodge 
c/o Heen, Kai, Dodge & Lum 
Trustco Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Howard K. Hoddick 
320 Damon Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Peter Howell 
Hogan & Howell 
843 Fort Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

Bert T. Kobayashi 
210 National Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


Bernard H. Levinson 
Honolulu Merchandise Mart Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


Clinton R. Ashford 
552 Alexander Young Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


Robert M. Rothwell 
c/o Territorial Collectors, Ltd. 
P. O. Box 3738 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


C. Frederick Schutte 
P. O. Box 224 
Honolulu 10, Hawaii 


Ted T. Tsukiyama 
76 North King Street 
Honolulu, Hawaii 
Charles R. Wichman 
Trustco Building 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


E. E. Wiles 


305 Royal Hawaiian Avenue 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


IDAHO 
Board of Commissioners of the 
Idaho State Bar 


Clay V. Spear, President 
Coeur d’Alene, Idaho 

Sherman J. Bellwood, Vice-President 
Rupert, Idaho 

J. Blaine Anderson 
Blackfoot, Idaho 

Paul B. Ennis, Secretary 
311 First Security Building 
Boise, Idaho 


Examining Committee 


The above Commissioners and 
J. M. O’Donnell 
Moscow, Idaho 
Alden Hull 
Wallace, Idaho 
T. M. Robertson 
Twin Falls, Idaho 
Joseph McFadden 
Hailey, Idaho 
Arthur P. Oliver 
Pocatello, Idaho 
Vern Kidwell 
Idaho Falis, Idaho 


ILLINOIS 
State Board of Law Examiners 


Len Young Smith, President 
Crowley, Sprecher and Barrett 
100 West Monroe Street 
Chicago, Illinois 

John B. Hendricks, Secretary-Treasurer 
412 Ridgely Bank Building 
Springfield, Illinois 

Robert A. Sprecher 
100 West Monroe Street 
Chicago, Illinois 

Frank R. Reid, Jr. 
6 Downer Place 
Aurora, Illinois 

George B. Lee 
Harrisburg, Iilinois 


INDIANA 
State Board of Law Examiners for 
the State of Indiana 


Ray C. Thomas, President 
1016 Gary National Bank Building 
Gary, Indiana 

Robert J. Hyatt, Vice-President 
One Northeast Fifth Street 
Washington, Indiana 


Charles C. Baker, Secretary-Treasurer 
900 Fletcher Trust Building 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Robert A. Gemmill 
Marion National Bank Building 
Marion, Indiana 

Richard H. Montgomery 


Seymour National Bank Building 
Sevmour, Indiana 
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IOWA 
Board of Law Examiners 


Norman A. Erbe, Chairman 
Attorney General 
State House 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Mrs. Helen M. Lyman, Secretary 
Supreme Court 
Des Moines, lowa 
E. Marshall Thomas 
B. & I. Building 
Dubuyque, Iowa 
Homer Stephens 
Clarinda, Iowa 
Ingalls Swisher 
Iowa City, Iowa 
Lowell Kindig 
503 Toy National Bank Building 
Sioux City, Iowa 
Philip H. Cless 
Paramount Building 
Des Moines, Iowa 


KANSAS 
State Board of Law Examiners 
State of Kansas 


Raymond F. Rice, President 
Kansas Electric Power Building 
Lawrence, Kansas 

Dallas W. Knapp, Secretary 
Terminal Building 
Coffeyville, Kansas 

Elmer E. Euwer 
Goodland State Bank Building 
Goodland, Kansas 

J. B. MeKay 
Masonic Building 
El gr eo Kansas 

W. D. P. Carey 
601 Wolcott Building 
Hutchinson, Kansas 


KENTUCKY 
Kentucky Board of Bar Examiners 


i Judge Thomas S. Dawson, Chairman 
Kentucky Home Life Building 
Louisville, Kentucky 

R. V. Goodlett, Secretary 
McClure Building 
Frankfort, Kentucky 

Fred G. Francis 
Prestonburg, Kentucky 


LOUISIANA 
Supreme Court of Louisiana 
Committee on Bar Admissions 


Frank McLoughlin, Chairman 
720 Hibernia Building 
New Orleans 12, Louisiana 

Solomon S. Goldman, Secretary 

‘an-American Life Insurance Co. 
Building 
2400 Canal Street 
New Orleans, Louisiana 

Thomas W. Davenport 
704 North 4th Street 
Monroe, Louisiana 

Charles L. Mayer 

J 307 Wall Street 

Shreveport, Louisiana 








LOUISIANA—Continued 


George T. Owen, Jr. 
Room 302 
101 St. Ferdinand Street 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 
Samuel W. Plauche, Jr. 
303 Pioneer Building 
Lake Charles, Louisiana 
Ashton Phelps 
420 Hibernia Bank Building 
New Orleans 12, Louisiana 
Lawrence P. Simon 
Court House Square 
New Iberia, Louisiana 
Arthur J. Waechter, Jr. 
1547 National Bank of Commerce 
Building 
New Orleans 12, Louisiana 
sues A. Mascaro, Assistant Secretary 
05 International Building 
New Orleans 12, Louisiana 


MAINE 
The Maine Bar Examiners 


Scott Brown, Chairman 
Houlton, Maine 
Bradford H. Hutchins, 

Secretary-Treasurer 

112 Main Street 

Waterville, Maine 
James E. Mitchell 

6 State Street 

Bangor, Maine 
Raymond E. Jensen 

415 Congress Street 

Portland, Maine 
Jotham D. Pierce 

465 Congress Street 

Portland, Maine 


MARYLAND 
Maryland State Board of Law 
Examiners 


Parsons Newman, Chairman 
Frederick, Maryland 
Wilson K. Barnes, Secretary 
900 Maryland Trust Building 
Baltimore 2, Maryland 
William H. Price 
Snow Hill, Maryland 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts— 
Board of Bar Examiners 

Walter Powers, Chairman 


75 Federal Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 
Horace E. Allen, Secretary 
1387 Main Street 
Springfield, Massachusetts 
Bartholomew A. Brickley 
75 Federal Street 
Boston, Massachusetts 
Arthur L. Brown 
50 Congress Street 
Boston, — 
—- B. Rug 
50 Federal “treet 
Boston, Massachusetts 


106 





MICHIGAN 
State Board of Law Examiners 


Joseph W. Planck, President 
Olds Tower 
Lansing, Michigan 
Joseph F. Deeb 
Michigan Trust Building 
Grand Rapids, Michigan 
Thomas H. Adams 
Penobscot Building 
Detroit, Michigan 
G. Douglas Clapperton 
The Capitol 
Lansing, Michigan 
Stanley E. Beattie 
Penobscot Building 
Detroit, Michigan 
*Donald F. Winters, Assistant Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Lansing, Michigan 
*Address all communications to 
Mr. Winters 


MINNESOTA 
State Board of Law Examiners 


Walter T. Ryan, Chairman 
Pioneer Building 
St. Paul, Minnesota 
Joseph B. Johnson 
900 Alworth Building 
Duluth, Minnesota 
H. V. Plunkett 
Austin, Minnesota 
John W. Padden 
Crookston, Minnesota 
Arnold A. Karlins 
512 Builders Exchange Building 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
Robert J. Sheran 
Mankato, Minnesota 
Francis T. Ryan, Secretary 
610 McKnight Building 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Advisory Members 
Richard E. Kyle 
W-1262 1st National Bank Building 
St. Paul, Minnesota 
John §S. Pillsbury, Jr. 
1260 Northwestern Bank Building 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


MISSISSIPPI 
Board of Bar Admissions 
State of Mississippi 


R. Pearce Phillips, Chairman 
Storm Building, Box 263 
Brookhaven, Mississippi 

Norman C. Brewer, Vice-Chairman 
107 West Market Street, Box 411 
Greenwood, Mississippi 

Ebb J. Ford, Jr. 

201 Hatten Building 
Gulfport, Mississippi 

Noel H. Malone 
West Point, Mississippi 

W. A. Strong, Jr. 

Box 328 
Louisville, Mississippi 


MISSISSIPPI—Continued 


Lawrence W. Rabb 
Box 2142 
Meridian, Mississippi 
Mrs. Alice Nevels, Secretary 
Board of Bar Admissions 
Box 1032, New Capitol 
Jackson, Mississippi 


MISSOURI 
State Board of Law Examiners 


John W. Oliver, President 
1000 Federal Reserve Bank Building 
Kansas City, Missouri 

Robert E. Seiler, Secretary 
First National Building 
Jopiin, Missouri 

Thomas L. Croft 
411 North Seventh Street 
St. Louis, Missouri 

David Donnelly 
112 North Madison 
Lebanon, Missouri 

Jackson A. Wright 
123 East Jackson Street 
Mexico, Missouri 


MONTANA 
State Board of Law Examiners 


Ralph J. Anderson, Chairman 
Power Block 
Helena, Montana 
R. G. Wiggenhorn 
Electric Building 
Billings, Montana 
William Meyer 
Pennsylvania Building 
Butte, Montana 
H. Cleveland Hall 
Strain Building 
Great Falls, Montana 
E. C. Mulroney 
Missoula, Montana 


NEBRASKA 
Nebraska State Bar Commission 


George H. Turner, Secretary 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Lincoln, Nebraska 

Harry L. Norval 
Seward, Nebraska 

George A. Healey 
Sharp Building 
Lincoln, Nebraska 

Wilber S. Aten 
Holdrege, Nebraska 

Bern R. Coulter 
Bridgeport, Nebraska 

Charles F. Bongardt 
Union Pacific Law Department 
Omaha, Nebraska 

E. D. Beech 
Pierce, Nebraska 


NEVADA 
State Board of Bar Examiners 
State Bar of Nevada 
Richard W. Blakey, Chairman 


206 N. Virginia Street 
Reno, Nevada 
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NEVADA—Continued 


Russell W. McDonald, Vice Chairman 
3170 West Plumb Lane 
teno, Nevada 

Richard C. Bennett, Secretary 
First National Bank Building 
15 E. ist Street 
P. O. Box 1949 
Reno, Nevada 

A. Dyer Jensen 
Court House 
Reno, Nevada 

Bruce R. Thompson we 
First National Bank Building 
Reno, Nevada 

William P. Compton 
25 Fremont Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 

David Goldwater 
300 Fremont Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 

Keith Williams 
517 Idaho Street 
Elko, Nevada 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


Robert P. Booth, Chairman 

95 Market Street 

Manchester, New Hampshire 
Arthur H. Nighswander 

507 Main Street 

Laconia, New Hampshire 
ae, A. Millimet 

1838 Elm Street 

Manchester, New Hampshire 


NEW JERSEY 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


Victor 8S. Kilkenny, Chairman 
500 - 60th Street 
West New York, New Jersey 
John H. Gildea, Secretary 
State House Annex 
Trenton, New Jersey 


State House Annex 

Trenton, New Jersey 
Godtrey W. Schroth 

2002 Riverside Drive 

Trenton, New Jersey 
Edward S. Miller 

26 East Pine Street 

Millville, New Jersey 


NEW MEXICO 
State of New Mexico— 
Board of Bar Examiners 


Bryan G. Johnson, Chairman 
Simms Building 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 

L. C. White 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 

Frank Andrews 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 

W. C. Whatley 
Las Cruces, New Mexico 

Ross L. Malone, Jr. 

Roswell, New Mexico 

Lowell C. Green, Secretary 
Clerk of Supreme Court 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 


Lester E. Warwick, Assistant Secretary 


John A. 
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NEW YORK 
State Board of Law Examiners 


John T. DeGraff, President 
90 State Street 
Albany, New York 
John A. Blake 
60 East 42nd Street 
New York 17, New York 
Stanley G. alk 
1918 Liberty Bank Building 
Buffalo 2, New York 
Lena G. Wilson, Clerk 
90 State Street 
Albany 7, New York 


NORTH CAROLINA 
The Board of Law Examiners 


L. R. Varser, Chairman 

Lumberton, North Carolina 
George B. Greene 

f<inston, North Carolina 
Kingsland Van Winkle 

Asheville, North Carolina 
L. T. Hartsell, Jr. 

Concord, North Carolina 
Buxton Midyette 

Jackson, North Carolina 
Thomas H. Leath 

Rockingham, North Carolina 
A. K. Schoch 

High Point, North Carolina 
Edward L. Cannon, Secretary 

Justice Building 

Raleigh, North Carolina 


NORTH DAKOTA 
State of North Dakota 
State Bar Board 


Judge Charles L. Foster, Chairman 
District Court 
Bismarck, North Dakota 
J. H. Newton, Clerk, Supreme Court 
Bismarck, North Dakota 
Herbert G. Nilles 
504 Black Building 
Fargo, North Dakota 
Mack V. Traynor 
Mann Building 
Devils Lake, North Dakota 


OHIO 
Board of Bar Examiners 
Eckler, Chairman 


50 West Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 


J. Ewing Smith 


Citizens Federal Building 
Bellefontaine, Onhic 

Edward J. Schweid 
Bulkley Building 
Cleveland, Ohio 

tobert B. Gosline 
7th Floor, United Savings Building 
Toledo, Ohio 

William M. Summers 
Peoples Bank Building 
Marietta, Ohio 

Horace W. Paggott 
1234 Third National Building 
Dayton, Ohio 


OHIO—Continued 


Wilbur D. Spidel 
Weaver Building 
Greenville, Ohio 

D. Harland Jackman 
25% South Main Street 
London, Ohio 

Andrew J. Conroy, Jr. 
1604 First National Bank Building 
Cincinnati, Ohio 

Robert T. Green 
Shelby, Ohio 


OKLAHOMA 
Board of Bar Examiners for 
Oklahoma Bar Association 


Fred M. Mock, Chairman 
2401 First National Building 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 
Elton B. Hunt, Vice-Chairman 
608 National Bank of Commerce 
Building 
Tulsa, Oklahoma 
Joseph M. Culp 
P. O. Box 1811 
Ardmore, Oklahoma 
William S. Horton 
McAlester, Oklahoma 
George R. Inglish 
P. O. Box 130 
Okmulgee, Oklahoma 
A. C. Kidd 
P. O. Box 748 
Wewoka, Oklahoma 
George A. Meacham 
P. O. Box 636 
Clinton, Oklahoma 
John F. Pendleton 
Nowata, Oklahoma 
Homer Windl 


e 
Mangum, Oklahoma 


OREGON 
Board of Bar Examiners 


Howard A. Rankin, Chairman 
1016 Portland Trust Building 
Portland 4, Oregon 

Arthur S. Benson, Secretary 
602 Pittock Block 
Portland, Oregon 

William Ganong, Jr. 

First Federai Building 
Klamath Falls, Oregon 

Reginald S. Williams 
302 Masonic Building 
Salem, Oregon 

Samuel M. Bowe 
Manchel Building 
P. O. Box 307 
Grants Pass, Oregon 

Harold B. Hutchinson 
712 Executive Building 
Portland 4, Oregon 

William J. Moshofsky 
800 Pacific Building 
Portland 4, Oregon 

John R. Dellenbeck 

10 E. 6th Street 
Medford, Oregon 

Bruce Spaulding 
10th Floor, Board of Trade 
Portland 4, Oregon 

Watson D. Robertson 
514 U. S. National Bank Building 
Portland 4, Oregon 


Building 


PENNSYLVANIA 
State Board of Law Examiners 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Members of Board 


Paul N. Schaeffer, Chairman 
526 Washington Street 
Reading, Pennsylvania 
Alexander C. Tener, Vice Chairman 
1407 Oliver Building 
Pittsburgh 22, Pennsylvania 
Edmund C. Wingerd 
402 Chambersburg Trust Co. 
Chambersburg, Pennsylvania 
—— Scott 
0th Floor, Fidelity Philadelphia 
Trust ‘Building 
Philadelphia 9, Pennsylvania 
George F. Baer Appel 
1100 Provident Trust Building 
Philadelphia 3, Pennsylvania 
Miss Mathilda H. Remmert, Secretary 
616 Quaker City Federal Building 
20 South 15th Street 
Philadelphia 2, Pennsylvania 


Building 


Examiners 


William C. Storb, Supervising Examiner 
53 North Duke Street 
Lancaster, Pennsylvania 

George W. Keitel 
500 Graham Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 

Raymond C. Schlegel 
518 Washington Street 
Reading, Pennsylvania 

William H. Mann 
53 North Duke Street 
vee ae Pennsylvania 

Arthur R. G. Solmssen 

23rd Floor, Packard Building 
Philadelphia 2, Pennsylvania 


PUERTO RICO 
Board of Bar Examiners 


Rafael Hernandez-Matos, Chairman 
Associate Justice, Supreme Court 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 

taul Serrano Gelys 
Associate Justice, Supreme Court 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 

Guillermo Silva - 

San Juan, Puerto Rico 

Arturo Cintron-Garcia 
Ponce, Puerto Rico 

Angel Viera-Martinez 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 

Ignacio Rivera, Secretary 
Secretary of the Supreme 

Puerto Rico 

Juan, Puerto Rico 


Court of 
San 


RHODE ISLAND 

State of Rhode Island and 

Providence Plantations— 

Board of Bar Examiners 
Laurence J. Hogan, Chairman 

10 Weybosset Street 

Providence, Khode Island 
Frank C. Cambio, Secretary 

58 Weybosset Street 

Providence, Rhode Island 
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RHODE ISLAND—Continued 


James T. Greene 
194 Main Street 
Woonsocket, Rhode Island 


Judah C. Semonoff 
1011 Union Trust Building 
Providence, Rhode Island 
Arthur J. Sullivan 
250 binary ~ Street 
New port, Rhode Island 





















































SOUTH CAROLINA 
State Board of Law Examiners 


E. W. Mullins, 
Columbia, 


Chairman 
South Carolina 


Frank H. Bailey 
Charleston, South Carolina 


Rufus M. Ward 
Spartanburg, 

J. B. Westbrook 
Clerk of the Supreme Court 
Ex-Officio Secretary of the Board 
Columbia, South Carolina 


South Carolina 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
State Board of Bar Examiners 


William R. McCann, Chairman 
Brookings, South Dakota 
John W. Larson 
Kennebec, South Dakota 


Wallace A. McCullen 
Rapid City, South Dakota 


TENNESSEE 
Board of Law Examiners of Tennessee 


Albert S. Williams, President 
Stahlman Building 
Nashville, Tennessee 

W. Neil Thomas, Jr., Vice President 
610 James Building 
Chattanooga, Tennessee 


Charles L. Neely, Secretary-Treasurer 
Columbian Mutual Tower 
Memphis, Tennessee 


TEXAS 
Board of Examiners for the 
State of Texas 


Ira a Chairman 
T. Waggoner Building 
Ft Worth, Texas 


H. P. Steinle, Secretary 
Capitol Station 
Austin, Texas 

M. B. Blair 
907 Congress Avenue 
Austin, Texas 


Jos. Irion worsham 
1817 Republic National Bank Building 
Dallas, Texas 


William Robert Smith 
1203 National Bank of Commerce 
Building 
San Antonio, Texas 
Paul Strong 
Second National 
Houston, Texas 


Bank Building 
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UTAH 
Committee of Bar Examiners 


Arthur H. Nielsen, Chairman 
Newhouse Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Elmer L. Terry 
32 West Center Street 
Provo, Utah 
David Kay Holther 
Eccles Building 
Ogden, Utah 
Ralph J. Lowe 
First Security Bank Building 
Ogden, Utah 
F. Robert Bayle 
Continental Bank Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 
Charles P. Olson 
Thatcher Building 
Logan, Utah 


VERMONT 
Board of Bar Examiners 


Horace H. Powers, Chairman 
Railroad Terminal Building 
St. Albans, Vermont 
Alban J. Parker 
P. O. Box 200 
Springfield, Vermont 
R. Clarke Smith 
Mead Building 
Rutland, Vermont 
Norton Barber 
469 Main Street 
Bennington, Vermont 
A. Pearley Feen 
119 S. Winooski Avenue 
Burlington, Vermont 
Clifton G. Parker 
Fleetwood Building 
Morrisville, Vermont 


VIRGIN ISLANDS 
Bar Examining Committee 


James A. Bough, Chairman 

Charlotte Amalie 

St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 
Harry Dreis 

Charlotte Amalie 

St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 
Edith Bornn 

Charlotte Amalie 

St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 
R. H. Amphlett Leader 

Frederiksted 

St. Croix, Virgin Islands 
Warren Young 

Christiansted _ 

St. Croix, Virgin Islands 


VIRGINIA 
Virginia Board of Law Examiners 


Stuart B. Campbell, President 
Wytheville, Virginia 

J. Sloan Kuykendall 
Winchester, Virginia 

William H. King 
Mutual Building 
Richmond, Virginia 





VIRGINIA—Continued 


Richard P. Spindle, III 
419 National Bank of Commerce 
Building 
Norfolk, Virginia 
William F. Stone 
West Main Street 
Martinsville, Virginia 
Howard G. Turner, Secretary 
Clerk, Supreme Court of Appeals 
Richmond, Virginia 


WASHINGTON 
State Board of Law Examiners 


William J. Steinert, Chairman 

1615 28th West 

Seattle, Washington 
Muriel Mawer 

1411 Fourth Avenue Building 

Seattle 1, Washington 
W. W. Mount 

1226 Rust Building 

Tacoma, Washington 
Walter J. Robinson 

411 Miller Building 

Yakima, Washington 
Harwood A. Bannister 

616 South 2nd Street 

Mt. Vernon, Washington 
Harry E. Hennessey 

N. 812 Monroe Street 

Spokane, Washington 


WEST VIRGINIA 
State of West Virginia— 
Board of Law Examiners 


Berkeley Minor, Jr., President 
Kanawha Valley Building 
Charleston, West Virginia 

David D. Ashworth, Vice President 
Beckley, West Virginia 

Clarence E. Martin, Jr. 
Martinsburg, West Virginia 

C. Lee Spillers 
Riley Law Building 
Wheeling, West Virginia 


WEST VIRGINIA—Continued 


Fred L. Davis 
Parkersburg, West Virginia 
Kenneth E. Hines, Secretary 
Capitol Building 
Charleston, West Virginia 


WISCONSIN 
State of Wisconsin—Board of 
Bar Commissioners 


W. Wade Boardman, President 
110 E. Main Street 
Madison, Wisconsin 

John P. McGalloway 
104 South Main Street 
Fond du Lac, Wisconsin 

Barney B. Barstow 
1225 Tower Avenue 
Superior, Wisconsin 

Clarence E. Fugina 
Arcadia, Wisconsin 

George P. Ettenheim 
735 N. Water Street 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

Gordon Samuelsen, Secretary 
Supreme Court, Capitol 
Madison, Wisconsin 


WYOMING 
State Board of Law Examiners 
of Wyoming 


Charles M. Crowell, President 
First National Bank Building 
Casper, Wyoming 

Edward T. Lazear, Secretary 
202 East 18th Street 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 

P. W. Spaulding 
=vanston, Wroming 

Jerry W. Housel 
Sheridan Avenue at 12th Street 
Cody, Wyoming 

Eph U. Johnson 
Suite 8 Osborne Building 
Rawlins, Wyoming 





Law School Registration 
In the Journal of Legal Education (No. 2, Volume 11, 1958) John 
G. Hervey, Adviser to the Council of the Section of Legal Education 
and Admissions to the Bar, American Bar Association, gives the follow- 
lowing figures on law school registration the past four years: 


1958 Registration by Classes 


First Year Second Year Third Year Fourth Year Graduates Others 
16,169 10,468 9,816 2,387 2,002 557 
Total Law School Registration 
1955 1956 1957 1958 
40,296 42,089 41,781 41,399 
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INDEX FOR VOLUME XXVII — THE Bar EXAMINER 


Admissions to the Bar— 


Admissions to Bar by Examinations in 1956 
Admissions to Bar by Examinations in 1957 
Admissions to Bar by States—1953, 1954, 1955, 1956 
Admissions to Bar by States—1954, 1955, 1956, 1957 
First-Timers and Repeaters in 1956 

First-Timers and Repeaters in 1957 


Bar Examination Service Committee—1957 Report —......2.2...20..-.-.-...cecececeseeeeeeeseeeeees 3, 37 


Bar Examinations— 
Preparation of Questions 
Sources of Material for Questions: 


Meenas GE Ticwted BH. Get anna ness neecscsereceeencscensone ‘ 
Remarks of Arthur H. Nighswander 
Remarks of Jos. Irion Worsham 
Critiques of Questions Within a Board After Drafting and Before 
Inclusion in an Examination 
Remarks of Ernest Scott 


Remerns of Charies EB. Hugg  —.......--ccce...cecoso-<a: sal baa ndbabiie. ; 
Remarks of John W. Oliver : 


Bar Examiners’ Directory 
Harno, Albert J—‘“Preparation for Law—How Prepare and for What?”.............. 86 
Missouri Adopts Registration Requirement for Law Students ................ 


National Conference of Bar Examiners— 
London Meeting 
Program for Annual Meeting in Los Angeles 
Report of Los Angeles Meeting 


Preparation for Law—How Prepare and for What?—Albert J. Harno 


Profession and Practice of the Law in England and America 
Education for the English Barrister—R. E. Megarry 
Training of Solicitors in England—E. R. Drew. 2020..202.0000202020.2.2.eeeeeeeeeeeeee 


Statistics—See Admissions to Bar 





Boners In Bar Examination Answers 


1. A is guilty of arsony in the second degree. A person who sets 
on fire a dwelling house in the night time in which there is not a 
human being is guilty of larceny in the second degree. In determining 
criminal liability, B’s wife is not considered under these circumstances 
a human being. 

2. Testimony that she screamed and groaned was inadmissible. 
The mother could attempt to reproduce the screams and groans and 
in my opinion such reproduction would be admissible. 

3. A-confession is only admissible when made to a district attorney 
under promise of complete immunity for the crime committed. 
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